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is best for them at a price they can af-
ford. Competition actually benefits
consumers by providing a better prod-
uct at a cheaper cost. That is what
market-driven competition is all
about.

To me, the choice is pretty simple.
We either get rid of this failed law and
replace it with real reform or
ObamaCare will continue to collapse,
and millions more people will continue
to be harmed.

Now, this is something former Presi-
dent Clinton said, you will remember,
during the campaign, which proved to
be a little bit of an embarrassing com-
ment when he said that ObamaCare
was the ‘‘craziest thing in the world.”
This was the former President of the
United States, a Democrat, who was
the husband of the Democratic nomi-
nee for President in the 2016 election.
He called ObamaCare the ‘‘craziest
thing in the world” because he knew
well that no matter who won the elec-
tion, whether it was Hillary Clinton or
President Trump, that we would be
talking about how to protect the
American people from this failing sys-
tem known as ObamaCare.

Yet our Democratic friends are ap-
parently resigned to continue to let the
American people suffer rather than try
to do what is right and help make
things better.

The work we are left to do is hard,
but it is no excuse for not trying.
ObamacCare is hurting our country, and
we have a chance to make it better and
to right the path. I remain hopeful and
optimistic because doing nothing is not
an option.

Let me just conclude with this obser-
vation: What we are trying to accom-
plish with the Better Care Act encom-
passes four things.

First, we are trying to stabilize the
current insurance market to make sure
there are actually insurance policies
available for people to buy rather than
to see them flee the marketplace.

Second, we are trying to make sure
we do everything we can to bring insur-
ance premiums down—in other words,
to make it more affordable—by elimi-
nating some of the mandates that
make it unaffordable right now.

The third thing we are trying to do is
to protect people with preexisting con-
ditions. The Better Care Act or the
BCRA as it is known—the Better Care
Reconciliation Act—maintains the sta-
tus quo when it comes to protecting
people against preexisting conditions.
We do not want anybody who has lost
his coverage to be denied coverage be-
cause of a preexisting condition when
he tries to buy insurance from another
insurance company. That is what hap-
pens when you change your job. That is
what happens when insurance compa-
nies decide to leave the marketplace.
They simply cannot afford to continue
to write policies so you have to change
policies, like this young lady—the
nurse whom I mentioned—had to do on
a couple of occasions.

The fourth thing we are trying to do
is to stabilize one of the most impor-
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tant safety net programs in our coun-
try, which is Medicaid. There are three
basic entitlement programs—Medicare,
Medicaid, and Social Security. We are
doing everything we can to stabilize
Medicaid because we believe it is im-
portant for low-income citizens to have
access to healthcare through Medicaid
if they cannot afford it through private
insurance.

I want to just address some of the
misinformation and, I think, outright
falsehoods we have heard from some
people about what the Better Care Rec-
onciliation Act does to Medicaid.

I keep hearing people say this cuts
Medicaid. It reduces the rate of growth
of Medicaid, which is true. We basi-
cally put Medicaid on a budget, and we
grow it year, after year, after year, as
I will mention in a moment, but no-
where other than in Washington, DC,
would anybody consider this a cut.

For example, in 2017, we will spend
$393 billion on Medicaid. Now, because
this is a State-Federal cost share, in
my State, it is either the No. 1 or No.
2 most expensive item in our spending
under our State budget each year. It
crowds out a lot of other things be-
cause it is so expensive. Yet it is un-
controlled, so, in 2017, we will see $393
billion spent.

At the end of the budget window—10
years, reflected by 2026—the Federal
Government will have spent, under the
Budget Control Act, $464 billion. That
is a $71 billion difference between 2017
and 2026. In no other alternate universe
that I am aware of would this be con-
sidered a cut. This is an increase in
Medicaid.

Now, we can have discussions—and
we should and we are having discus-
sions—as to: Is this an adequate rate of
growth of Medicaid to meet the grow-
ing population and to make sure people
are taken care of?

Nothing we do in this bill drops any-
body from Medicaid, and the sugges-
tion that it does is simply, I would sug-
gest, not accurate, nor is it a cut. We
can have discussions about what the
proper rate of growth is, and we are
having those discussions, but it is a
fact, reflected by the Congressional
Budget Office—which is the official
scorekeeper in Congress—that, in 2017,
we will spend $393 billion, and under
the Better Care Reconciliation Act, we
will spend $464 billion, which is a dif-
ference of $71 billion over that 10 years.

I know we will have a lot more to
talk about as we continue to debate
this bill. My hope is that we will have
a bill that we will be able to send to
the Congressional Budget Office, which
will take a couple of weeks to score—
that is a requirement—before we can
actually bring it to the floor. I hope
that at some point in the not-too-dis-
tant future, we will be able to bring a
bill to the floor and have a real debate
and have an amendment process that
will allow everybody and anybody in
the Senate to offer amendments in
order to change or modify the bill.

In the end, I believe we have to de-
cide because doing nothing is not an
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option. Doing nothing means con-
signing the people who are being hurt
by ObamaCare today to continue to be
hurt and to be priced out of healthcare
entirely. To my mind, that is not a re-
sponsible thing for us to do.

That is why I support the Better Care
Reconciliation Act. It is not a perfect
bill, but it is the next step in helping
us turn our current healthcare disaster
around. At some point, I hope our
Democratic friends will join with us, as
they have done under the two bills I
mentioned earlier, for this is one of the
most important things we will do in
the Congress. If you think about what
touches people’s lives in such a per-
sonal way, it is hard to think of any-
thing that does that more than
healthcare.

Right now, we are hearing a lot of
scare stories and inaccuracies about
what this bill does. There is plenty of
room for debate and differences of
opinion based on the facts, but as the
saying goes, you are entitled to your
own opinion, but you are not entitled
to your own facts. Facts are facts, and
based on the facts, we ought to argue
our policy differences and then vote.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BLUNT). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed to
legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing the provisions of rule XXII, it
be in order to move to proceed to exec-
utive session to consider the nomina-
tion of Executive Calendar No. 104, Wil-
liam Hagerty to be Ambassador to
Japan.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to executive session to
consider the nomination of Executive
Calendar No. 104, William Hagerty to
be Ambassador to Japan.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of William
Francis Hagerty IV, of Tennessee, to be
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of
America to Japan.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
send a cloture motion to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of William Francis Hagerty IV, of
Tennessee, to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to Japan.

Mitch McConnell, Chuck Grassley, Deb
Fischer, Steve Daines, Luther Strange,
Bob Corker, Thom Tillis, Tom Cotton,
Tim Scott, Johnny Isakson, Richard C.
Shelby, Michael B. Enzi, Richard Burr,
John Hoeven, David Perdue, Roy Blunt,
Todd Young.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the man-
datory quorum call with respect to the
cloture motion be waived.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, JULY 3, 2017, THROUGH

MONDAY, JULY 10, 2017

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn, to then convene for pro forma
sessions only, with no business being
conducted, on the following dates and
times, and that following each pro
forma session, the Senate adjourn until
the next pro forma session: Monday,
July 3, at 6 p.m., Thursday, July 6, at
9 a.m. I further ask that when the Sen-
ate adjourns on Thursday, July 6, it
next convene at 3 p.m., Monday, July
10; that following the prayer and
pledge, the morning hour be deemed
expired, the Journal of proceedings be
approved to date, the time for the two
leaders be reserved for their use later
in the day, and morning business be
closed; further, that following leader
remarks, the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session and resume consideration
of the Rao nomination; finally, that
notwithstanding the provisions of rule
XXII, the postcloture time on the Rao
nomination expire at 5:30 p.m., Mon-
day, July 10.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MCCONNELL. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the
following statement was ordered to be
printed in the RECORD.)

——————

VOTE EXPLANATION

e Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I was
necessarily absent for the cloture vote
on the nomination of Neomi Rao to be
the Administrator of the Office of In-
formation and Regulatory Affairs with-
in the White House Office of Manage-
ment and Budget.

On vote No. 155, had I been present, I
would have voted nay on the motion to
invoke cloture on the Rao nomination.

This administration has dedicated
itself to undermining many of the com-
monsense regulations that protect pub-
lic health, workers, consumers, stu-
dents, and the environment.

Ms. Rao’s previous writings show
that, as OIRA Administrator, she
would likely continue this trend and
actively work to prevent any new regu-
lations from being implemented.

She has previously called for in-
creased political oversight of inde-
pendent agencies, like the Consumer
Financial Protection Bureau, and dra-
matically limiting the regulatory au-
thority of other Federal agencies.

This is concerning as OIRA plays a
critical role in the Federal regulatory
process and often determines how new
regulations are implemented.

Therefore, I would have voted against
cloture on Ms. Rao’s nomination as I
do not believe she will adequately de-
fend agencies’ duties to set safety
standards that protect the public.e

———

TRIBUTE TO DR. LONNIE G. BUNCH
II1

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the
Smithsonian Institution in Wash-
ington, DC has as its newest treasure,
the National Museum of African Amer-
ican History and Culture. It is the
work of many and would not be there
without its founding director, Dr. Lon-
nie G. Bunch III.

I know as a member of the Smithso-
nian board of regents that Dr. Bunch is
the single most important person
bringing about this magnificent mu-
seum and one which will speak to the
history of African Americans in this
country more than anything else.

We all know that history has seen an
enormous amount of pain caused by vi-
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olence and deaths resulting from rac-
ism in America. When you come into
that moving museum, as I have many
times, the last thing you would expect
is someone who would leave the ulti-
mate symbol of racism, a noose, hang-
ing in it. I know the dismay felt by
people of all races when it was found,
but probably what has helped the heal-
ing the most is the op-ed of June 23,
2017, in the New York Times, written
by my friend, Lonnie Bunch.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD the op-ed, so
that all can see it and so that it will be
part of the history of the U.S. Senate.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the New York Times, June 23, 2017]

A NOOSE AT THE SMITHSONIAN BRINGS
HISTORY BACK TO LIFE

(By Lonnie G. Bunch III)

The person who recently left a noose at the
National Museum of African American His-
tory and Culture clearly intended to intimi-
date, by deploying one of the most feared
symbols in American racial history. Instead,
the vandal unintentionally offered a contem-
porary reminder of one theme of the black
experience in America: We continue to be-
lieve in the potential of a country that has
not always believed in us, and we do this
against incredible odds.

The noose—the second of three left on the
National Mall in recent weeks—was found
late in May in an exhibition that chronicles
America’s evolution from the era of Jim
Crow through the civil rights movement.
Visitors discovered it on the floor in front of
a display of artifacts from the Ku Klux Klan,
as well as objects belonging to African-
American soldiers who fought during World
War I. Though these soldiers fought for de-
mocracy abroad, they found little when they
returned home.

That display, like the museum as a whole,
powerfully juxtaposes two visions of Amer-
ica: one shaped by racism, violence and ter-
ror, and one shaped by a belief in an America
where freedom and fairness reign. I see the
nooses as evidence that those visions con-
tinue to battle in 2017 and that the struggle
for the soul of America continues to this
very day.

The people responsible knew that their
acts would not be taken lightly. A noose is a
symbol of the racial violence and terror that
African-Americans have confronted through-
out American history and of the intensity of
resistance we’ve faced to any measure of ra-
cial equality. During slavery, one of the
main purposes of lynching was to deter the
enslaved from escaping to freedom. But
lynching did not end with slavery; it was
also a response to the end of slavery. It con-
tinued from the 1880s until after the end of
World War I, with more than 100 people
lynched each year. So prevalent was this
atrocity that between 1920 and 1938, the
N.A.A.C.P. displayed a banner at its national
headquarters that read simply, ‘A man was
lynched yesterday.”

Lynching was not just a phenomenon of
the American South or the Ku Klux Klan.
And in many places, as black people fought
for inclusion in American life, lynchings be-
came brutal spectacles, drawing thousands of
onlookers who posed for photographs with
the lifeless bodies. This collective memory
explains why the noose has become a symbol
of white supremacy and racial intimidation.

So, what does it mean to have found three
nooses on Smithsonian grounds in 20177 A
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